Psychoanalytic Dialogues. A Journal of Relational Perspectives, the journal founded by Stephen Mitchell (1946 -2000 in 1991, represents one of his major and lasting legacies. Having personally known him well, I know how much a dialogical perspective meant to him and how much it characterized his work. I had met him in Florence in April 1988 at what later became the Florence Sullivan Institute, where he had been invited with Jay Greenberg, given the success of the Italian edition (1986) of their Object relations in psychoanalytic theories (1983) . Having helped in the translation into Italian of his workshop, I had the chance to share with Mitchell my interest for Sullivan's work and he encouraged me to write a book on him. This is how our relationship started, and through it I not only ended up publishing Sullivan rivisitato (2000), but I also helped him have his books published in Italy, starting with the 1993 Italian edition of Relational concepts in psychoanalysis. An integration (1988) . In April 1991 I organized a second trip to Italy for him -with papers in Rome, Milan and Bologna -and I remember him bringing me a copy of the first issue of Dialogues ; in April 1996 we were together back in Florence, where he presented the paper on the therapeutic action of psychoanalysis which became one of the central chapters of Autonomy and influence in psychoanalysis (1997) . Having become a member of the editorial board of this journal (at the Florence Forum, May 1994), I had the chance to get Mitchell involved in the small workshop which the editorial board of IFP organized in New York City at the beginning of January 1996, in which Jan Stensson, our founding editor, formulated the editorial philosophy which we have been following ever since (see Conci, 1996) .
But here is the incipit of the "Editorial philosophy" which Mitchell formulated in the first issue of Dialogues: "There is a great irony at the heart of contemporary psychoanalysis. The skilled psychoanalyst as clinician is, perhaps, the most careful and systematic listener, the most precise and respectful speaker, the most highly trained and refined communicator, that Western culture has produced. … Yet psychoanalysts have enormous difficulty listening and speaking meaningfully to each other" (1991, 1) . The desire to meet such a challenge is exactly one of the factors which contributed to the foundation of the International Federation of Psychoanalytic Societies in 1962 and of the International Forum of Psychoanalysis in 1992. This is why I will introduce our readers to this issue of IFP by introducing them to the authors of the papers I selected for itand not only to the topics they deal withand why I chose such a variety of topics.
The main key to Henry Zvi Lothane's rich and articulate scientific production is his 1992 book In defense of Schreber. Soul murder and psychiatry, in which he revisited Schreber's psychopathology in the light of the life events and the family and institutional context in which his illness (a depression and not a psychosis !) developed. Lothane is a cosmopolitan New York colleague, who came to the USA in the early 1960s after having gone to medical school in Israel, whom I have known and been regularly in contact with since 1991. Working on the Schreber Case (as Freud had done in 1910-1911), he ended up seeing the relationship between trauma, reality and fantasy in a new light, and this is the perspective which lies behind statements like "Today we are all neo-Freudians" and "There is no hysteria, only people labeled hysterics" that the reader can find in the paper published in this issue, "Emotional reality: a further contribution to dramatology" -the new paradigm that he articulated in the paper "Dramatology in life, disorder, and psychoanalytic therapy: A further contribution to interpersonal psychoanalysis", published in IFP in 2009. In his 2007 paper "Imagination a reciprocal process and its role in the psychoanalytic situation" (also published in this journal), Lothane also introduced the concept of "reciprocal free association".
This vertex of the psychoanalytic discourse is also very important for Barnaby Barratt, as documented by the papers "Free-associating with the bodymind" and "A practioner's notes on the free-associative method as existential praxis", published in IFP in 2013 and 2014. A philosophically-minded colleague of British origin living in South Africa, after having studied at Harvard and trained as a psychoanalyst in Michigan, Barratt has been publishing analytic papers and books since the late 1970s, with particular regard for the nature of the process of psychoanalytic knowing and for how it affects our being. This is actually also the main preoccupation and the source of his latest book, What is psychoanalysis100 years after Freud's "Secret Committee" (2013), out of whose frame also emerged the paper published in this issue, "Boundaries and intimacies: Ethics and the (re)performance of 'The law' in psychoanalysis". In this context, the strict ethicality and moral neutrality of psychoanalysis is understood in terms of the emancipative way in which the free-associative discourse works and plays along the repression barrier.
One of the few North-American colleagues familiar with French culture and analytic landscape, the Bostonian Lewis Kirshner is the author of the following paper, "Trauma and psychosis: A review and framework for psychoanalytic understanding". I know him through the International Sándor Ferenczi Network coordinated by Carlo Bonomi and I have read the book Between Winnicott and Lacan. A clinical engagement, which he edited in 2011 and out of whose context also comes the paper I am introducing the reader to. Very relevant for our contemporary discourse on psychoanalysis is the way in which empirical research has come to substantiate Ferenczi's conception of the etiological importance of early neglect and abuse in the development of psychosiswhich also confirms the importance of Ferenczi as a neglected source behind the work of both Winnicott and Lacan.
It is no big wonder that as a New York colleaguea graduate of the Postdoctoral Program -who moved to Dublin, Ian Miller ended up feeling so isolated and/ or developing so many fantasiesand doing so much research -on the possible discourse developed between each other by Wilfred Bion and his patient Samuel Beckett in the 1930s, as to produce one book after the other on this topic: Beckett and Bion. The (im)patient voice in psychotherapy and literature (together with Kay Souter ; 2014) and On minding and being minded. Experiencing Bion and Beckett (2015) . Moving to Dublin also allowed him to confirm Joseph Sandler's 1983 concept of the personal way in which every-one of us defines his analytic orientation, in terms of an underground "vernacular psychoanalysis", in which, for example, Sullivan's and Bion's concepts of the clinical encounter complement each other very wellas I myself pointed out in 2009.
A professor of psychology at the University of North Texas in Denton, Edward Watkins Jr. has recently devoted many of his energies to the topic of analytic supervision, as documented by the fifth paper of this issue, "The evolving nature of psychoanalytic supervision: From pedagogical to andragogical perspective"but also by the paper "The competent psychoanalytic supervisor" which we published in Issue 4/2014 of IFP. By "andragogical" he means "adult-centered" as opposed to "child/youth-centered", i.e. a supervisory activity centered around realizing the six core adult learning principles formulated by himfrom "the learner's need to know" to "the learner's motivation to learn". I personally think that we can keep adequately doing our work only if we keep talking about it with our colleagues in the context of peersupervisory groups, and if we keep reading analytic literatureand analytic journals.
"'The beasty science … ': On the reception of psychoanalysis by the composers of the Second Viennese School, 1908-1923" by the Canadian musicologist Alexander Carpenter is an original contribution on how Freud's new discipline influenced the musical work of Alban Berg and Anton Webern.
Back to Vienna brings us also the review which Grigoris Maniadakis wrote of the first volume of Carlo Bonomi's The cut and the building of psychoanalysis, centered around Sigmund Freud and Emma Ekstein, the relationship building "the cornerstone of psychoanalysis" ; in it we can eventually find the final articulation of the author's fascinating hypothesis on the origins of psychoanalysis which he started working on in the late 1980s. My own dialogue with Carlo Bonomi started at the IFPS Conference on "Male and female themes in psychoanalysis" organized by Jan Stensson in Stockholm in August 1991and it still goes on.
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